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An «ru|tc ejiaims 89, 98, 107 and 108 are pendlno in the a|»|^leatjf<ii|hi 
sui >ml^ I review. 



Cit lin^ 8{ ; 98» 107 and 108 are Independent claim*. Thea« tial 
am enc^ to ftirther specify and dlstingulah the art clalnNid wl 
pel thtf fe econforence between the Applicant and Exami^ejr id 
amsnc^n^ have been also made to further diatlnaulah thje airt! 
n the I irfbr art sited, Including specifically DeLaHueniii MNI 



8,370.2|88 



As previously stated the applicant has amended 1fiOi|| 



^depehd mt claims to more clearly dietlnQulsh the novel^^ahd ^ 
ftivmtlpn eVer prior art 



Ind »pehd4 mt Claims 68 and 98 are being rejected under 3^ U8C 



Uni 
res 



\ over DelaHuerga 6,408,330 In view of Uehlda ^^3/1 
>ec^i[y:submitted that these amendments to cialma 89 and 
US<; IttS ctbfious rejections outlined In the latest 6/26/06 6^ce 
am Uejtldi |do not teach each and every element of the didim 1 
anM ind^d el^ms 89 and 98 to support an obviousness claim. 
speelfl4ali f ^nts to the addition of the organization and 
mm nd^ i d^lms* and the amended element of outputting tile dl| 
basad Oft I lald onaanlzatton and ranidno. The applicant M t|ls 
ha9 gh^n uhple Justification fbr these amendments base the 
^etf lle(^ d( isbrlptlons in the specification for the ranldng ah<l or^ 
e|eriien^. n addition, there Is a very real practical need to organfla 
njul ipW ec pies of medical records and tests In a computer aystcilii 
mall ital^ln i historical records and tests for reference, so as not ^ 
me^cal:sti rff while treating patients. In addition, it would not hay| 
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to)oi^«l<inUl in ttw art to make the eomblnationa of alemantai 

AflkOi 



jiKM ^nm. In addition, these Is no suggestion of m9tlv«li||ii 
De aliilsr jij and Uchlda to make this combination of claim 'piM^ 
th< ft fl 0 iiuggestton of a reasonable expectation of subcjesi: , 
1 ahiisf id and Uchlda for making the combination of ele(il*nit|: 
ifijded claims. Therefore, the rejection of claims 
10^ ahjdu d tie withdrawn. 



CU im^ fki4f7 are being rejected under 36 U8C 103 as belrt^i unj 
be ^l^i g^ In view of Uchlda. Claims 90-07 depend fkonk ^ali 
fM soins'i^ forth above distinguishing claim 80 apply equdJIy 
IncDr^n idd herein. Thus, for at least the above Idendfled ire«i|||. 
vie ¥ o| Ui il^da does not teach each and every element of:c)alni|^'^ 
an Dbvjot sQess rejection under 36 U8C 103. Thersfore, thij 
07 jnd^ ; |6^ U8C 103 as being unpatentable over Delahuga In v|i|p; 
sNuldba Withdrawn. 

CMmsiOO'ipe are being rejected under 36 USC 103 as beln^ u 
Del ihutei t Ih view of Uchlda. Claims 00-106 depend from etalhi 
rea ion i s it^fcMrth above distinguishing dalm 89 apply ec^ly h^ 
Incorp^re ad herein. Tlius, for at least the above identified 
view of|Uc h|da does not teach each and every element of clUin^! 
suppori ai ' rejection under 36 USC 103. ThenHtoray 

claims |M- llie under 36 USC 103 as being unpatentable oyef Del 
of I cM^ iHould be withdrawn, 
i ! 

Ihd4 perjde nt Claims 107 and 108 are being rejected under 3^ U8<^ii^' 
unpiterjtaMe over DelaHuerga 6,406.330 In view of Uchlda ^370^:| 
res( ectjuil y submitted that these amendments to claims 107 aiK^lloiai^ 
the ; 16 M8C : 103 obvious rejections outlined In the latest 6/29/09 (pjii' 
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be LahUjiii I knd Uehlda do not teach «ach and ovary olam#nt of Hid 
Hit Itatfbh I pi amanded clalma 107 and 1088 to aupport ait jobvldtiii 
Th > ai^i apaciflcaliy polnta to the addition of the 
elamei|ts In the amended clalme, and the amanded element of 
die Hal 'm baaed on aaid organization and ninictno. Thaapi>lic| 
op( Milt^ r Bfifiarfca, hae given ample Justification for theee amert 
the nui^ o^s detailed descriptions In the specification f<6r;a mp§^ 
oi% ani^at oji scheme. In addition, there la a very real 
and rai^k i nuKiple copies of medical records and testa in 4i 
wh ie nlial Hilning historical records and tests f6r refer^ne^i 
buidan! m Mlleal staff while treating patienta. In addition. It Wou(( 
dM1ou|i t > bna skilled In the art to make the comblnaHons df el 
in t ies# a iiMed claims, in addition, these is no suggestl<|«t «ff 
par t of 04 i^huerga and Uchida to make this combination ojr c 
addltio V, 1 h^ la no suggestion of a reasonable expectatioin of 



part of Dilahuerga and Uchida fbr making the comMnattdniof 
cortalHed Iri these amended claims. Therefore, the rejectlp|i ofi^ 
loaj un^er 38 USC 103 should be withdrawn. 

Thflj api^ldaht respectfUily submits that all 103 rejections to|ths 
by virtue of thesa amended claims. The appllearit 
M amendments presented herein apply to the ^ 
FoyiinU fMfdi bv the Examiner. The applicant respectfully rscj 
exai nin^ i iijyw amended dafms 89-108 as presented heraiii 
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